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ever, the most immaculate and Llessed Vieg "
and again ‘“the peculiar cminency and un-
paralleled rririlcgo of that mother, tho specinl
hopour and reverence duc unto that Son, and
ever paid by her, the regaed of that Holy Ghost
who cameo upon her, and tho power of the Highest
which overshaduwed her, the amngular geoduess
and picty cf Joseph to whom sho was cxpoused,
have persuaded the Charch of tiod 1n all ages to
believe that ahe still coutinued in the 2amo vir-
glnity, and therefore is to bo acknowledged ns
the ever Virgin Mary “—Dearson on the Creed,
vol. 1. r 272, Oxf, 1820,

To this teatimony of Bishop Iearson may Lo
added thoso of Archiushop Cranmer, Bishop
Latiner, Bishope Houper, Bishop Jewet, br. linm-
mened, Bishop Rull, Bishop Beverudge, Bishop
Wilsan and Wishop 7 Tearce, which 1 shall pive
in full in my longer letter, sume of theso writers
wmaintain the perpetual vucginity ns a reasonable
and pirus opinien, while vthers cuntend that it
is a necearary doctrine proved by Hely Senpture.
1 should be dispored to take the ground occupied
by the former, and I {rust that thewr authority
together with that of these who adopt the stricter
view of the matter, will protect me from the
charge of dangerous heresy or disgustng folly.

Reeperting the Uishop's oljection, under the
hends of ¢ the intercessson of sants , 1 would
again confidently nppeal to the students of the
College ar to the character of my teacbing, and 1
must indignantly deny the justico of tho Bishop
of lluran's insinnation as to its tendency. Mo
man ean te more heartily coutinced than § am
of the presumptuous implety of the practice of
thoe ‘" invocation of saints.”

To the question and answer quoted by the
Bishop I have no ohjection to urge, a8 my manu-
seript eantaing the words **and probable mter-
cession with God for us,” though not 1 the form
of question or answer. 1 will only notico that
the introduction of tho word ¢ probable” shows
thnt prayer on the part of the departed for the
chureh on earthi is not inculcated asa necessary
doetrine, proved by holy Scripture, but is spoken
of only ns a plous opinion, not contrury to it.

In voply to the Bishop's ohjection I have to
stato that tho great writers of our Church, in con-
troveray with Rame, have alwags carcfully is.
tingushed betsween 14 prayers of sants deparied for
us and aur praying o them  Tho latter they justly
denounce 08 a presumptuous and superstitious
practice. and as an intasivn of the prerogative of
Almichty God - the former they alluw to bea
probable and reasonsble belief. They distinguish
also between general and marlictiar intercession,
stowing that the former iinplies no present Anotw-
ledge of our condition on the part of sunts de-
parted, hutmerely a recollection of earthiy friends.
When I speak of the gaints departed, I mean ** the
piri’s of just meo wade perfect,” not assuming
that itia possible that we should have any cortam
knowlwdge of the individuals who constituto ther
body, which knowledge must be assumed by these
who approve or practice the * invocstn of
saints.”

I ¢an by no means admit that the transition is
cary. from the belief that saints departed offer
geueral intereessian £ the Church un earty, to
the uso of the invoeatiun * Holy St. Domumck
pray for us-" and 7 cansider the adnussion that
such & transitien ée casy most periluus to the
true faith T subjrin an extract from a letter
addrersed by Bishop Ridley to the martyr Brad-
ford, shortly after bis condemnation. * Brother
Bradford, se lorg as 1 shall understand thou art
1 thy journey. by God’s grace I shall call upon
our beavenly Father for Christ'a sako to st thee
safely hom=, apd theo, good brother, speak you,
aud proy for the rempant which are to suffer for

only Lefare and after llis nativity, but also for Christ's aake, ncconding to that thou then shalt

hiwa wmore clearly < Nee vo) 4, p 470 of Fux's

Acts and Monuments, folio, London, 1684 If

Dishop Ridley is to be nzcounted a dangerous

heretio for the adoption of this langunge, I am
: well content to share his disgrace.

Respecting the remission of sins I appeal to
Biskop Pearenn, his worde arc .

s Anid therefore the Church of God, in which
remisaion of gin is preached, doth not on?s promise
it at first by tho laver of regeneration, but after.
wanls, also upon the virtue of repentanco; and
to deny tho Church thia power of absolution is
tho heresy of Novatian.'

In these words the writer clnims for the Churah
tho pawer of nholving the pendent, not the yorcer
of absolving auy transgressor « hatever, as the Bishop
of Huron implies  Dr Mill, in bis analysis, adds
the meana which th  Church employs in the
exoreiae of this power, and apeaks of remission as
deelared in the nuthoritative albselutions (not
ahsolution proncunced by tho minieters of the
Chureh, and sealed in the reception of thoe Holy
Communion  Tho whole weight of the Bishop of
Huran'e abyention lics in his suppression of the
word ¢ penitent * Truo repentance, whick cannot
exist apart from truo faith in Christ, is presup-
posed. as the indispensable qualification of tho
recipient of the pardon, which Gud is then as-
rerted to bestow in the Church, this, the author:-
tatioe, yot sitoply ministerial, absolution of the
miniater, which takes cffect, not at his (the mims-
ter's) pleasure, but according to the genuineness
of tho repentanco of those tv whom it 13 admims.
tered  In specinl cases, of rare occurence, the
minister ig indeed ealled upon to pronounce an
aheolution, which is judicial as well asministeral;
yet here again, the absolution is contingent, and
cannot take effect except upon thoso who truly
repent and beliese.

Respecting the sacraments, as his Lordship has
recognized tho Homilies ns ono of the authorita-
tive formularics of our church, I would submit
that every detail of my teaching to which Ins
Lotrdship obhjects, is to bo found in the Homily on
(ommon I'rayer and Sacraments. 1 shall enter
into this maiter at much greater lengthin a letter
which I am about to publish, and will here mere-
Iv alserve that in speaking of Penance, Matrimo-
pv. &c, it was my purpnse to indicnto some one
or more painta in which each of the five so-called
sacraments of tho Church of Rome falls short of

' the definition of & Sacvament given in the Cate-
chism of the Charch of Kogland. Itbeing anun-
* doubted historical fact that the word * Sacrament
was applied in carly times, not to seven nites or
boly things, but to things innumerable of such
nature, it is most impartant not to rest the pre-
cmincenco of tho two great encraments of Chnst,
upon a vuin attempt to restrict to them n termn of
human invention not found ia Holy Seripture, but

- on their distinctive dignity as being ordained by
-Christ Himself, and as being the only outward
-gigns in the use of which cur spiritual lite is com-
municated and sustained.

In order, bowever, to maintain as far as possi-

ble, & verbal distinction between tho two great
‘sacraments and other holy rites, a distinction
*which has not been made by the appropriation to
thoso sacrameats of a distinctive namne, I should
“in practice ivvariably use the word *sacrament,’
of baptism and the Lorl's Supper only, and I
should reprove any young wan under my care for
applying it to any other rite  So far am I from
teaching the students of Trinity College to * toy’
with tho so-called sarraments of the Church of
Rome.

The Bishop also complains that the words
s generally necessary to salvation,” are thus
«explained in the manuscript whbich ho has used.

¢ Generally here means universally, generally i, e,

to all men.” In my manucerint ¥ find tbose
worlds - gencrally nccessary, not to Uod, as in-
‘strumcenis whereby Ifo is to save: but tous, ns
God’'s appointed menns of salvation, necessary
generally, that i, to all men.” 1 do not uso the
word ¢ universally,’ and if I err in my interpreta~
tion of the word *gererally,” 1 err with Dr.
Hammond, ishop Nicholson, Bishop Beveridge,
Bishop Wilson and Dr. Nichollg, as I shall show
by quotations in my longer letter. I have been
accustomed also to show how ting general neces-
sity is litnited, by reference to the lunguago used
respecting the Sacrament of Baptism in tho ser-
vico for tho baptism of adults, ¢ wherehy ye moy
perceive the great necessity of this sacrament,
where 1t may be had, *  If this explanation of the
menming of the word *generady’ be not eatisfac.
tury, 1 should bo glad tolearn whatinterpretation
of the term will meet at once the theory of the
ulyector and the requirements of cominon sense.
There arc but two other pownts in the Bishop
of Huron's letter now remaing o be considered.
On these I must touch very brictly, reserving the
more full reply to them for my longer letter.
They are these, the Bishop’s objection to Mr.
Procter s statemcent that every faithful recipient
\not the recipent, ns the Bishop states) of the
Lread and wine in tho Lond’s Supper partakes of
the gloriticd humamty of the Son of God, ~nd his
Lordship's obyection to my reference to St. Jobn
VI. 53, to pruve the necessity of the Lord's Sup-
per.  Iu reply to the former objection I am pre-
pared tv show that Mr. Procter's teaching is
fully cuufirmed by great divines of our Church,
and among the rest by Archbishop Usher, whom
I now proceed to quote, Yet was it fit also, that
this head should be of the same nature with the
body which is knit unto it; and thercfore that
Ie should so be God, as that e might partake
of our ilesh hkewise. ¢ For we ave members of
His body,” saith the same Apostle, ‘“of Ilis
flesh, and of His bones.”  And, * except yo eat
tho flosh of the Soun of man,” saith our Saviour
, Himzelf, “and drnink s blood, ye have no lifo in
Lyouw e that eateth my flesh, and drinketh
L my blood, dwelleth in Me, and Iin him.” De-
claring thereby, first, that by Ilis mystical and
. supernatural union, we are as truly conjoined
~with Ilim, as the mcat and drink we take is with
ug, when by the ordinnry work of nature, it is
converted into our own substance; secondly, that
this conjunction ts immediately made with Jus human
nature.” —Usher’s Wurks, vol. IV., p. 6UX,—(sec
also page G17.)

Respecting the Bishop's objection to my quot-
,ing the sixth chapter of ot. John, 1 will only state
that while a8 differcoce of oprmon exists among
divines s tu interpreting the language of the
..sixth of St. Jubn, directly of the Lord's Supper,
or of spiritual feeding 1n general, ail who hold
the former opinion, nnd most of thoso who hold
_the latter, would alike agree 10 urging from thiz
“chapter the necessity of the Lord's Supper as the
great mean of Divino appointment, wheroby the
,,ct of spiritual feeding is perforned, and the ben-
'cﬁt thenco rcsultiog received.

w The passage which tho Bishop quotes from
. Avchbishop Cranmer, 18 by no means hostile to
,» My spplication of the textin question. Wnting
, agninst Gandiner, and agamnst the error of Tran-
substaotiation, he argues that our Lord did not
speak in this chapter of sacramental eating, but
of spiritual eating, two acts which he conceived
.. his antagonist to reganl as almost 1denucal, but
which be regarded as distinct. It does by no
means fullow however, that Cranmer did not look
upon sacramental feeding s being, after the in.
stitution of the Lurd's Supper, a nccessary condi-
*tion of spiritual feeding. A quotation, which i
shall give in my longer letter, will go far to prove
that he did so. Both objections appear to be

gl
8

Ll
!

i}

B}



